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I. 


MEM OTRE fir la Caufe de la Dige- 
{tion des Alimens. Par M. ASTRUC, 
de Ja Societé Royale des Sciences, 
Docteur en Medecine de !a Faculté de 
Montpellier. A Montpellier, chez Ho- 
noré Pech , Imprimeur du Roy & de la 
Societé Royale des Sciences. 4711. 


That is; A DISCOURSE concerning 
the Caufe of Digeftion By M.ASTRUC, 
Member of the Royal Society of Sciences, 
and Dottor of Phyfick of the Faculty of 
Montpellier. Montpellier, 1711, in 


4to. pagg- 24. 


T H REE # Authors have lately nategpken 
to vindicate the Do&rine of | Phyficians 
concerning the Caufe of Digeftion. | Dr, 

de Vieuffens, in a particular Differtation ¢ upon that 

Subje@. Dr. Andry, in his Book # entitled Le Re- 

gime du Careme, &c. And'Dr. Afiruc, in the Difcourfe that 
makes the Subjeét of this Article. They did it upon oc- 
cafion of Dr. Hecquet’s Treatife concerning Difpenfations in 

Lent ; wherein he endeavours to revive the Ancient Opi- 
nion of Erafftratus, who pretended that Digeftion was 
only performed by the Friftion of the Aliments, with. 
out the Help of any Ferment. This Doftrine is not ap- 
prov’d in Phyfick , and feem'd to lie buried in Oblivion. 





% I am not the Author of this Article : I have only 
tranflated it. Dr. 4fruc’s Book is not like to be fold in 
England. It is a very good Performance, as one may 
fee by this Excellent Extract. 


t+ That Differtation may be feen in the X¥VItti Sheet 
of thefe Memoirs. 


% See an Account of that Book in the VIIIth Sheet 
ef thele Memoir:, 


The Confutation of it appear’d the moré neceflary to 
thofe Authors, becaufe if it were admitted, they believe 
it would occafion great Miftakes about the Choice of A- 
liments,and confequently prove very prejudicial toHealth. 
The Knowledge of the good Effe’ts of Digeftion, fays 
Dr. Afiruc, is an inconfiderable thing: We are highly 
concern’d to dive into the Caufe of ir, in order to pre- 
ferve our Health : It is not a vain Enquiry, or a mere 
Speculation. The true Caufe of Digeftion, if it be well 
underftood, will enable us to know what Food is moft 
¢afily digefted, and remove all our Doubts about the Na- 
ture of Aliments : In a word , it will confirm us in the 
Opinion that prevails among Phyficians , or incline us to 
follow the Syitem of Dr. Heequet, who pretends that Lent« 
food is more wholfome than Flefh. . 


‘After fome other Reflexions , Di, Afrue goes on thus. 
I fhould not be unwilling to believe that Digeftion is 
perform’d by way of Trituration, if that Hypothefis was 
fufficient to explain the Thing in Queftidn ; but there is 
a vaft Difproportion between the Effe& and the Caufe, 
between the Action and the Agent , in a word, between 
the Digeftion of Aliments and the Force it is afcrib'd to. 
*Tis certain , that the Orfephegme, the Stomach, the Dia- 
phragm, and the Mufcles of the sbdomen, bruife the Ali- 
ments by their repeated Contraétions ; but thofe Contra. 
ions can never diffolve them : To be convinc’d of it, 
we need only confider the Force of that Fri&tion, and the 
Effect whith is faid to arife from it. In éHe firft place, 
Trituration, tho’ never fo great, ¢an only reduce an Ali. 
ment, (for inftancé, Bread, ) into integral Parts, which, 
tho’ very fmall, “will always the Nature of the 
Whole. Such a Divifion could never reach the Elements © 
or Principles of which it is compofed ; and therefore the 
Chyle formed by that means, would only be a Colle&ion 
of Particles of Bread ; the Blood and the Notritive — 
Juice, which according to that A er ate only a more 
Refined Cliyle, wotild only be a Compound of the fame 
Particles, tho’ thinner and more divided : Burt this wilf - 
not anfwer the Charaéter and the Ufe of thofe Liquors, 
A mere Trituration is not fufficient to produce the Alte- 
ration, which the eg ey Ponape By Digeftion. i std 
muft admit a greater ‘Divifion or Diffoiution. ‘Tig nor 
endugh to fe that the integral Parts are ey if 


the very Pri of which the ate vou fed, 
Water, Earth, ie aid Sulphur, "aE be feparated ond 


fromanother , to fori’ afterwards a quite different Cotn- 
pound by a new Combifation . 


of the Scomach, of the Mvfcles of the Abdomen, and of 
the Diaphragm, could never fufficiemtly bruife it: We - 
Yyy genes 
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Generally take, fays Dr. 4fruc, Four Pounds of Food 


every day, which are reduc’d into a thin and liquid Cre 
in a fhort {pace of time : How great a Force m 


fuppofe to bruife fo much Matter ! Such a Force cannet ~ 


expetted from the Aétion of the Stomach , nor from 
2 ree of the Mufcles of the Abdomen, 
of the Diaphragm. ’Tis in vain for Dr. Hecquet to aflert, 
after M. Pitcarne, that the Force of the Stomach amounts 
to (:2951) Twelve thoufand nine hundred and fifty one 
Pounds. This exorbitant Calculation is only grounded 
upon falfe Principles : And if the Thing be examin’d ac- 
cording to the Rules of an exact Mechanifm , it will 
appear, that the Force of the Stomach, inftead of sifing 
to (12951) Twelve thoufand nine hundred and fifty 
one Pounds, will hardly amount to Three Ounces ; 
and that the Strength of the Mufcles of the Abdomen, and 
of the Diaphragm, which, according to M. Pitcarne, a- 
mounts to ( 248235) Two hundred forty eight thou- 
fand two hundred and thirty five Pounds, will not ex- 
ceed Four Pounds. This is a great Abatement ; and ‘tis 
no wonder that Phyficians fhould not have adopted fuch 
4 Syftem. From whence then proceeds the Miftake of 
thofe , who have fo prodigioufly increafed the Force of 
the Stomach, and of the Mufcles that prefsit ? It pro- 
ceeds, fays Dr. Aftruc, from their Confounding Two 
Things, that are altogether different; viz the Force 


with which the right Mufcles draw direCtly the Bodies * 


which they bear up ; and the Force with which the Cir- 
‘cular Mufcles prefs laterally the Bodies which they encom- 
pafs: For the Aftion of Drawing and that of Prefling are 
vaftly different ; fo that nothing can be rightly inferr’d 
om the one with refpe& to the other ; and the Method 

it is ufed to determine the Force of the former, is not 
fufficient to determine the Force of the latter. The Au- 
hor, not contented to fay fo,undertakes to prove it ; and 
5 onftratively fhews, That fuppofing the Force of 
¢. Gontra&tion of i pa 7 to be of (12951) Twelve 
thoufand nine hundred and fifty one Pounds, the Force 
of Peeffion will be of Three Ounces. at moft , and per- 
haps Jefs ; far fom amounting to(12951) Twelve thou- 
fand nine hundred. and, fifty, one Pounds,asDr. Hecques, fan- 
cies, becaufe he has read it in M. Pitcarne, As for what 
concerns the pretended Force of the Mufcles of the 4b- 
domen, and of the Diaphragm , in prefling the Aliments, 
which according to Dr. Heequet, amounts to (248235. ) 
Two hundred forty eight thoufand two hundred and 
thirty five Pounds, it is not lefs exorbitant than that of 

e Stomach; as one may eafily be convinc’d of it, by 
diftinguifhing the Force of ContraQion from that of Pret 
fion. Befides, no Strefs can be laid upon. thofe Mufcles, 
fince they, are wanting, or feldom,to be found.in many 
Voracious Animals; and yet they eafily digeft. what 
they eat. The Diaphragm, for inftance, is wanting in 
Fifhes: As for the Mufcles of the Abdomen that. are. in 
thofe Animals, they hardly have any Motion, as being 
of no ufe for Refpication : And yet, as every body knows, 
there are very greedy and voracious Bifhes. Moft Birds 
have no Diaphragm; and the Mufcles of the Abdomen, 
which are very weak and {mall , do hardly work upon 
their Stomach: And yet many feed upon raw Flefh, and 
{wallow large Pieces of it; and their Digeftion cannot 
be afcribed to any Friftion in the Gizard, fince Rave- 
nous Birds have no. Gizard, but only a Membranous 
Stomach. 

_As for thofe, Birds that have the, Mufcles in Queftion, 
with fome Strength in them, it ought to be obferved, 
that thofe Mufcles move only alternatively, by preflin 
the Stomach at feveral times, and one after another ; and 
therefore they are not able to bruife the Aliments enclo- 
eg its Palit i 

“Dr. Afiruc ad That the mere Struéture of a 
Man’s Stomach thews, that this Part.was not defign’d for 


any Trituration; which he proves tby feveral 7 
But though it fhould be anted, that nad snighe be dif 
folved by a Trituration, pretends that this Hypothefis » 


would not remove the 


Stomach is full , and when its Membranes being imme- 
diately applied upon the enclofed Aliments, exert all their 
Force upon them. Bur ’tis impoffible to explain by chat 
Suppofition how a {mall Piece of Bleth, that is alone ia 
the Stomach, might be diffolved. The Help of the 
Neighbouring Mufcles will be needlefs , for the Reafons. 


JuLyY 17It. 


Difficulty, Digeftion, fays he, : 
could not be performer by that heieia seed on sho | 





above-mention’d ; and the Force of the Stom: rs 
fuppofed never fo great, could tea Ny 
pom this Occafion , fince the Stomach could never-be {. 
e &ed as to encompafs and fqueeze fuch a fmal] - 
tity of Fiefh ; and therefore that {mall Piece —_ 
Liberty, would float in the Stomach without bein “4 in 
fed. The Author plainly proves.that the Stomach’, Pei 
be fufficiently contrafted to encompafs a {mal} | Seep 
Food : He fhews by fome Geometrical Proofs thet b ; 
Capacity of the Stomach, when it is moft contra&ed ee 
not three Quarters lefs than it was before ; but finc _ 
Stomach does eafily contain four Pounds of Solid Li. 
guid Nourifhment in its natural Capacity, it muft met. 
guently,when it is moft contraSed,have aCapacity ca able 
of containing a Pound of Food at leaft : But Ag: . 
vity is doubtlefs too great to prefs a {mall Piece of Fleth : 
and therefore that {mall Piece of Flefh could not be dit’ 
folved ; which is contrary to Experience. The natural 
Confequence arifing from thence , is, That fych a Dif 
lution is not performed by Friction. It were in vain = 
object, that one may always fee the Membranes of the Stomach 
when it is empty, fticking together. It muft be fo, whe, 
they are relaxed, becaufe they fink by their own Weight. 
but if it be fuppofed, that they are contracted , the uni. 
form Tenfion of all the Coats of the Stomach, whereby 
they equally fhrink on all Sides towards the Center i 
neceflarily leave a confiderable Cavity in the Middle 
Laftly, fays the Learned Author, were it true that Tri- 
turation isthe way whereby Nature performs Digeftion 
none but true Confequences fhonld arife from it, and one 
might eafily and naturally explain every Thing relating 
to that Fundion. And yet neither common Hunger 
nor the canine Appetite can be accounted for by that H : 
pothefis without the Help of Ferments. Nor is it poffie 
ble to explain the Caufes of the loathing of Meat and Ine 
digeftion ; In a word, if we argue right , we muft cons 
clude as Dr. Hecquet does, ‘* That Pulfe , fuch as Peafe, 
“* Beans, Lentils, and French Beans, do not lie fo heavy 
“* upon the Stomach,& are more eafily digefted than the 
” niceft Food, as being more friable, and more apt to be 
* bruifed and grinded. But a Confequence fo contra 
‘ to expesience.and the Impoffibility of explainingBas 
“. that uld: be fo naturally accounted for, are a ftrong 
& Rrefumpcion againft the Mypothefis. of Titura. 
10n, ; 
It may reafonably be fuppofed , fays the Author 
Dr. Heequet will explain thofe Difficulties, in his lhe 
concerning, Digeftion anid the, Diftempersof theStomach 
which he.defigns to publith. 7 


Dr. 4fruc having thus. confuted: the Opinion of: Dr. 
Hecquet, lays down in.a few Words, but. in,a folid. Man- 
ner, the Do&rine of Phyficians concerning the Ufe of 
Rermeats far the Performance of Digeftion: “There is 
no need, fays he, of many Arguments to:prove that: Do- 
&rine. Have we not pofitive Proofs of the’ Reality of 
thofe Diffolvents ? No body denies the Exiftence of Spit. 
tle, Choler, and the Pancreatick Juice : Tis wellknown 
that thofé Humours being filtrated and feparated in diffe. 
rent Strainers, fall into the Organs of Digeftion : We 
know their Virtue of penetrating and diffolving ; che 
take off Spots better than common Soap ; they raife 
caufe a Fermentation in Pafte ; they qypickly mele 
diffolve the Aliments.with which they ase mixed. How 
then can any one imagine, that they.are of no ufe in the, 
Cavities, where they are gathered and confounded with 
= per sth ? Can any ope Deere that Nature, which 
oes nothing in vain, would have. {9 artfully prepare 

and fo carefully gathered them, and sadedben to ree 
penetrating, and fermentative, to Jeave chem ufelefs , of, 
only to keep up the Pliantnefs of the Parts through which 
they are conveyed ? The Author adds fevecal.other-Rea~ 
fons that are no lefs convincing , and then fays that fince 
Friion is not fufficient for Digeftion,; the Helpof Fer- 
ments muft neceflarily be admitted. Bue he requires a 


thing, which appears very reafonable: He will not have 


the Number of Diffolvents to be multiplied without Ne=* 
cefficy, and does not approve that a fourth Humour, call’d 


_ by fome Stomachal Ferment , fhould be admisted: befidés 


Spittle, Choler, and the Pancreatick Juice, Hethewsat® 
large the Falfity of that Opinion, and then defcribesawith 
great Elegance and: Exattnefs the Dottrine of Prikauos, 
concerning the manner how Digeftion is performed. The 
Aliments, 
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Aliments, fays he, being bruifed in the Mouth with the 


Teeth, penetrated and fotten’d with Spittle, fall into the 
Stomach, without any other confiderable Alteration ; but 
the Heat of the Stomach, and-of the Vifcera that furround 
it, and its continual Shakings, occafion’d by the repeated 
Contraétion of the Mufcles of Refpiration, put into Mo. 
tion the ative and penetrating Particles of rhat Spircle, 
with which che Aliments are actually penetrated , and of 
that which gathers in the Stomach before Meals. Thofe 
Particles feparate and divide the Molecule of Food, and 
then by their continual Activity difunite and diffolve the 
Principles of which thofe Molecule are compofed : The 
Sulphur is divided, the Sale is difentangled, and fet at 
Liberty ; in a word, all the Principles are disjoined and 
confounded. That Separation does entirely change the 
Nature of che Aliments ; infomuch that their Principles, 
mixed with che Liquid, that makes part of our Nourifh- 
ment , form a kind of Pafte, of a pretty thick Confi- 
ftence, of a Tafte fomewhat Acid , and of a greyifh Co- 
lour. That Pafte being half digefted, receives an entire 
Perfe&tion in the Inteftines, by a Mixture of Choler and 
Pancreatick Juice. The acrimonious Salt of thefe Hu- 
mours, deftroys the Acids that are Predominant , bruifes 
the Sulphur that is but imperfectly difunired , divides 
what is not entirely diffolved ; in a word, mixes, con- 
founds and unites al] thofe Principles , and fo forms 
a new Mixture. It becomes then a Subftance truly chy- 
lous, white, {weet, liquid, which being carried on by oe 
Contraion of the Guts, and moving flowly in their Ca- 
Vities, conveys its moft refined Particles into the Ori- 
fices of the Lacteal Veins, and fo affords the Chyle necef- 
fary for che Prefervation of our Lives. 


Ie appears from what has been faid, that there is no 
meed of admitting a Fourth Humour in the Stomach to 
xplain Digeftion 5 and that the Three others, which no 
y denies, are fufficient for that purpofe. Far from 
having any Reafon to believe that thofe [Three Humours 
cannot perform Digeftion , one fhould rather think that 
they might produce a dangerous Effet. Dr. Aftruc makes 
this Reflexion ; which gives him occafion to fhew how 
theStomach receives noDamage from thofeFerments , that 
work {6 powerfully upon the Aliments. He anfwers the 
ftrongeft Obje ions tliat can be raifed upon that Subject ; 
and what he fays will ftrangely puzzle thofe, who deny 
that Digeftion.is performed by a Fermentation. Dr. Hec- 


“quet calls thofe Phyficians, who differ from him in this 
‘Point, wretched Philofophers, ( Philofophes Mitroms): he 


adds that if the Spittle was a Ferment, it would. be an 
univerfal Fermierit ; that Phyficians aré now cured of 
that foolijhConceit ; and that the Dottrine of Ferments is 
wholly out of Doors. Dr. Affue does noc take him up 
for fuch Expreffions : It appears that he is more willing 
toinftru& than to reprove. He only defigns to vindicate 
tlie-folid’ Principles of Phyfick, and has a regard for thofe 
who attack them. He oppofes Error, without makin 

any. perfonal Reflexions: The Conclufion of his Dil. 
benrth whichhe readin a publick Affembly of the Roy- 
al Society of Sciences eftablifh'd at Montpedier , is {trong 
and lively, and-difeovets a wife Moderation, fo becoming 
Men’ of Letters; and’ rt fo feldom to be found among 
them. “ Such isthe Method, fays he, thar wife Nature 
‘*' rakes: to. perform Digeftion, wichout endangering the 
“* Parts whervin it'is performed. This Knowledge will. 
“ enable us'to make a right Choice of the Aliments we 
“ sretotake; an@fupply in us: the Want of a natural In. 
“« fring) whereby "Animals are'directed. If it be true, as 
“ Thavethewn, that Digeftion is not performed by a. 
“mere Trituration’, but by a Fermentatron’; thofe Ali- 
«* ments that are moft friable and moft apt to be bruifed 
“ and grinded, att not’ always moft eafily ss te » nor 
«the moft proper for our Nourifhment. "Tis further 
“ neceflary. that they fhould contain aftive and~ volatile 
“ Principles, temper d and foften’d. with a certain Mix. 
“ cure of oily and balfamick Particles ; that they may 
keep up that gentle and eafy Fermentation , occafion’d 
“ by the Perments, and condi to a‘ perfee& Digeftion. 
“ All thofe’Charaers are to be found in the tender and 
“ {weet Fleth' of weil fed Animals. On the contrary, 
“ they are wanting in Pulfe, Fruit , Herbs, and moft 
“ Prfhes: Ler us therefore conclude that Fleth is more 
“ wholfome, and more nourifhing. than Lent-Food, Oc, 
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ORIGINES ECCLESTA. 
S TIC A: Or, The Antiquities of 
the Chriftian Church. Vol. III. Jn Two 
Parts. Wherein is contained, 1. An Ac- 
count of the Aucient Afceticks, and the 
Original of Monks fucceeding them; with 
the feveral Laws and Rules relating to the 
Monaftick Life. Wl. An Account of the 
Ancient Churches, their Original, Names , 
Parts, Utenfils, Confecrations , Immuni- 
ties, &c. Il. A Geographical Deferip- 
tion of the Diftritts of the Ancient Charch, 
or an Account of its Divifion into Pro- 
vinces, Diocefes, and Parifbes; and o 
the firft Original of thefe. The whole illu- 
Strated with Cuts, Maps and Indexes. By 
JOSEPH BINGHAM, Reéor of 
Headborn-Worthy , aid fometime Fellow 
of Univerfity-College zx Oxford. Lon. 
don : Printed for R. Knaplock , at rhe 
Bifbop’s-Head in St. Paul's Church-Yard. 


MDCC XI. Je 8v0. page. 542. behdes 
the Indexes, 


. ey Baka at has hai bli sa 

ears. e Subje& is very copious, and treated » 
methodically and with al] Pevfpicuiy ‘Me Dinghew 
quotes the Original Authors upon all Occafions , and is 
very careful to diftinguifh what is certain and undeniable 
from thofe things, that are dubious or only le. Be 
fides, he writes with great Impartiality ; sahieh renders 
his Performance extremely valuable. __, 

Mr. Bingham's Work is, at it were, the Key rd Ecclefi- 
aftical Hi my He gives an Account of avaft Number 
of Things, that will make the Reading of it more eafy 
and entertaining. I fhall give a general Notion of the 
Matters contain'd in this Third Volume, which is divi. 
ded into Three Books, In the firft Book, 1. The Author 
fhews what difference there was between the firft Afce- 
ticks and Monks, and treats of the Origin of the 
ftick Life. 2. He difcourfes of the feveral forts of Monks, 
and their different ways of living in the Church. 3. He 
gives an Account of thofe ancient Lawsand Rules , that 
relate to the Monaftick Life, 4. He {peaks of the State 
of Virgins and Widows in the Ancient Church. 

_ The Second Book contains a very particular Account ; 
1. Of the Original of Churches among Chriftians, 
2. Of the Difference between Churches in the firft Ages, 
and thofe that followed 5 and of Heathen’Temples and 
Jewifo Synagogues turn’d ipto Chriftian Churches. 3. Of 
the different orms and Parts of ancient Churches ; 
their Ornaments, Confectations , and the Refpet: chat 
on paid 7 them wb Primitive Beye 3 Of the firtt 
iginal of Places of San&tuary and’ Refuge in Chriftian 
Churches, with the Laws veloc to them. | hae 

In the Third Book, the Readers will find an Account ° 
of the Divifion of theAncient Chutch ihto Provinces, 
Diocefes, and Parifhes, wherein the Author thews 
the Church followed the Divifion of the Reman Empire 
in her Policy op ee 

Ar the end of this Volume , Mr, Ringhaiti propofes an 
eafy and honourable Method for 4 Primitive Ditces 
San Epiftopacy, ( conformable to the of she {mater fort of 
Ancient Discefes) in all the Charchtt: 1° hear 
tily with, that the Foreign Proteftant Churches would 
prove this Method , and inteoduce ans Bpittapil Gavel 
mentamongthem, — 

& itt. JOAN. 


HIS Bod Antiguitios i ’ 
T Wake pot Fesish afivat Antiquitios is ry of fe 
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El. 


JOANNIS CLERICI,  Philofo- 
phiz & S. Lingux, apud Remonitrantes, 
Amftelodami Profefloris Vita & Opera 

ad Annum MDCCXI. Amici ejus O- 
pufculum, Philofophicis Clerici Operibus 
fubjiciendum. Amftelodami, apud Joan. 


Ludovicum de Lorme. MDCCXL 


That is; AN ACCOUNT of the Life 
and Writings of JOHN LE CLERC, 
Profeffor of Philofophy and of the Hebrew 
Tongue among the Remonttrants at Am- 
fterdam. Written by one of his Friends, 
&e. Amflerdam, 1711. i# a large'120. 


pagg. 264. 


HE Author of this Book appears thoroughly in- 
form’d of all the Particulars of M. /e Clerc’s Life, 

and gives a very large Account of his Works. That 
Leatned Man has writ many Books, which are fo well 
known in England, that I need not enlarge upon them. 


J.v Ley 





E711. 
Six Letters of M. Grevius, atid Five of the Baron ge 
Spanheim, written to M. le Clerc, have been inferted at the 
End of this Life. .I find che following Words in the 
Fifth Letter of M. Greviw, Im Parrbafianis tuis mallem 
quedam india, non aliorum fed tui caufa, cujus fama 
exiftimationi valde faveo: : 

The Baron de Spanheim highly commends M: le Chere 

for his great Learning and exquifite Judgment. 
Great Man fpeaking of Cafaubon , in the Third Letter, 
fays,. That he furpatfed the Learned Perfons of his Time, 
( excepting Sealiger, ) and perhaps all thofe who liv’d after 
him , and were moft Eminent in that Sort of Erudi. 
tion. 

It appears from another Paflage in the fame Letter, that 
the Baron de Spanbeim could have wifh’d he might have 
fpent Part of his Time, in Clearing many Paflages in the 
LXX. and feveral Ecclefiaftical Traditions. 

I thall tranfcribe Two Paflages out of his 1Vth Letter, 
dated Jaume 10. 1710, “‘ I am not naturally very fond of 
“ Reading fuch Books as that you {peak of, (a Book entitled 
“ Le Gazettier Menteur, &c. written aguinftM, le.Clerc); and 
“* I do very much approve the Refolution you have taken 
* notro anfwer it. 

** IT thank God that he has hitherto. preferved me from 
“ an itching Defire of attacking. or infulting Men of 
‘“* Letters, though I had many fair Opportunities of do- 
“ ing it. 

The Readers will find a long Catalogue of M. le Clerds 
Works at the end of thofe Letters. 


Thad not feen M. le Clere’s Life , when I publith’d in 
bP aa Sheet the News [had received from Aj» 
traamm, 





LEIPSICRE. 


‘AN pan 8 emt Author has lately publifh’d a Specimen 

of a Book, wherein he defigns to fhew the Uncertainty 
of Ancient Hiftory. The Place , where this Piece has 
been printed, is not mention’d in the Title Page. 


HERE follows the Title of a Curious Differtation, 
containing a very Particular Account of the Art of 
PRINTING. 

Differtatio de Germania M'racule optimo maximo, Typis Li- 
terarum corumque differentiis, qua fimul Artis TTPOGR A- 
PHIC uaniverfam rationcm explicat Paulus Pater, Lipe 


fia: In 4g. 
PARTS. 


N the rath of taft sprit, the Royal Academy of 
Medals and Inferiptions had a Publick Meeting. 
M. de Boze, Secretary: of that Academy , read an Enco- 
mium vpon the late M. Boileaw Defpreaux : M. Baudelot 
read a Differtation. upon: the Ancient Monuments lately 
found in the Church:of Notre Dame ; and the Abbot /n- 
{elme read a Difcourfe concerning the Funerals of the An- 
cients. 


The Royal Academy of Sciences met the’ 22d of the fame 
Month. The fir Difcourfe that was read in that Affem- 
bly, was an Encomium of: M. de Fontenelle upon M. Guliel- 
et, a Foreign Member of that Academy, lately de- 

In the next Place,. M. Marchand:read feveral Obfervati- 
ons upon the Nature of Plants, and fome of their hid 
den Parts. 

Afterwards M. de Reawmar communicated to the Af 
fembly his Difcoveries relating to many Sea-Animals, and 
made it appear how they ftick to Sand, and Stones, or to 
one another. 

Laftly, Dr, Hinfow, Phyfician of the Faculty of paris, 


lately admitted: into the Academy in the Quality of an’ 


Anatomift, aid his Initiation, according to Cuftom, by 
reading a Difcourfe, wherein he fhew’d how Secretion is 
perfomed in the Glands of Animals. 


FATHER de Laubruffel, a Jefuit, has put out a Tres. 


tife, concerning the ill Ufe of Critickin Matters of Re- 
‘ligion. 


Traité des Abus de la'Critique en matiere de Religion. Par 
le Pere de Laubrufftl, de la Compagnie de Fefus. Paris, 1710. 
2 Volumes in 120, 


This Work is divided into Six Books.. The Ift con- 
tains fome General Reflexions, whereby the Author pre= 
tends to fhew that Critick is dangerous to Religion. In 
the Ifd Book, he takes notice of feveral Errors concerning 
the Holy Scripture , that have been occafion’d by fome 
Criticks. In the following Books, Father. de. Leubrufit 
undertakes to fhew , that thofe Criticks have deftroy'd or 
weaken’d Tradition, by crying down the Fathers, r te 

Among other Criticks, he cenfures Mr. Dodwel , and 
Mr. Dubourdien. ‘* Mr. Dodwell:, fays he , does not {crue 
** ple to deprive the Primitive Church of a vaft Multi« 
“ tude of Martyrs, whom he reduces to a very {mall 
“ Number, rather becaufe he will have it fo , than foo 
“any folid Reafon. . . .. . Mr. Dubourdien boldly 
“* denies the Martyrdom of the Theban Legion, and ap~ 
“ pears very well pleafed with himfelf, not only 
“* he writes upon a new t¢ Subjeé& , but alfo becaufe he 
“ oppofes an Opinion generally received , an Opinion 
“* believed by Rome and Geneva , by.the Lutherans and the 
‘* Church of England ; in @ word , by all Chriftian Societiers 


I foal give a more particular Account of this Book, affoow 
a have received it. 


Gun 


} Father dé Laubruffl means a Curious and Learne® 
Differration of Mr. Dubourdien, wherein he plainly thews, 
that the Thebaz Legion did not fuffer Martyrdom , as i€ 
was generally believed when he publifh’d that Piece. 
was printed firft in Engiifb, and then in French. 
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